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being terribly gouged. And tl;is free h igh t u i t i on i ssue
i nc i t e s a l o t o f peop l e t o l i t i ga t i on an d to agitation and
to attempt to work for change and I t h i n k i t ' s t i me t h at we
as a Legislature attempt rationally to put the matter to
rest. Now Senator Lamb says well, the best way to put it at
rest is to permit the receiving district to charge no more
than 150 percent of actual cost. My sense is that that will
st i l l b e d eeme d un f ai r by the taxpayers of the sending
dis t r i c t and I t hi nk t he t i me h as finally come for us to
simply say that we' re not going to permit that receiving
district to charge more than the actual cost. We ' re not
going to let it charge more than the actual cost, and so
that is what Senator DeCamp is proposing that we do. Don' t
let them take 150 percent or in this case, don't let them
take 500 percent. Let them take 100 percent of actual cost.
So I am going to support Senator DeCamp' s amendment.

SPEAKER NICHOL: May I introduce some guests, please, in the
north balcony, guests of Senator Labedz a n d S e n a to r Ti m
Hall, we have 45 third graders from St. A gnes Schoo l i n
Omaha...eighth grade students, and their teachers. Wou ld
you folks please stand and be recognized. T hank you . Th an k
you. I understand that Senator Labedz has a daughte r T o n i
w ith t h e g r o u p and a g r an d son Sh ane . Would you two please
s tand so we ca n se e w h o y o u are. Th an k yo u , an d t h ank s t o
all of you for visiting us today. Senator Withem, did you
wish to speak on this? A l l r i gh t .

SENATOR WITHEM: Yes, Mr . President, I would l i ke t o sp eak
both conceptually and procedurally to what w e a r e d oi ng
here. First of all, what we ar e d oi n g n o w i s a rguing t he
f ine po i n t s of t he pe r pup i l expenditure method o f
reimbursing education. I know Senator DeCamp favors that
approach . Sen a t o r Joh n s on , b y h i s remarks, seemed to favor
that approach. The cu rrent statute is we use a tax e q u i t y
approach, not a per pupil expenditure. We don' t ch ar g e
Senator Da v id Lan d i s , for instance, fewer dollars now in tax
money to s upport the L incol n scho ol b ecau s e h e i s n ot
sending students to high school. We value his property at
as high a level as his neighbors. What we' resaying b y t ax
equity is we do the same thing with the Class I districts
that are using the sc hool. Anybody that l ives in that
Class I district has an obligation to support the high
school. That's the concept behind it. If you adopt this
a mendment to t h e DeCamp amendment, we' re continuing to
refine the concept o f per pup il e xpendi t u r e . Th i s
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